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An  Overview  of 
the  Natural  Resources 
Conservation  Board 

(NRCB) 


Th eNatural  Resources  Conservation  Board  Act, 
which  governs  the  operations  of  the  NRCB,  was 
proclaimed  in  1991  and  provides  for: 

an  impartial  process  to  review  projects  that  will 
or  may  affect  the  natural  resources  of  Alberta  in 
order  to  determine  whether,  in  the  Board's  opin- 
ion, the  projects  are  in  the  public  interest,  having 
regard  to  the  social  and  economic  effect's  of  the 
projects  and  the  effect  of  the  projects  on  the 
environment. 

Basically,  the  NRCB  reviews  major  non- 
energy, natural  resource-related  projects  that  have 
the  potential  for  significant  effects.  Examples  of 
projects  include  pulp,  paper  or  recycled  fibre 
operations,  water  management  projects,  recreational 
and  tourism  projects,  and  metallic  or  quarriable 
mineral  projects.  Cabinet  may  also  ask  the  NRCB 
to  review  other  projects  as  it  did  with  the  expansion 
of  the  Swan  Hills  special  waste  treatment  facility. 

The  Board  is  more  than  an  environmental 
Board.  It  must  also  consider  the  social  and  economic 
effects  of  a project. 

As  required  by  the  Act,  the  NRCB  conducts 
its  operations  in  a quasi-judicial  manner.  The  quasi- 


judicial process  ensures  that  Albertans  have  access  to 
a fair,  open  and  impartial  decision  making  process. 

The  NRCB  also  recognizes  that  within  the 
bounds  of  quasi-judicial  procedures,  there  is  an  obli- 
gation by  the  Board  to  provide  an  efficient  and  effec- 
tive process. 

The  NRCB  is  accountable  to  the  taxpayers  of 
the  Province  for  the  Careful  and  effective  use  of  public 
funds.  It  must  also  ensure  that  the  project  review 
process  does  not  impose  unnecessary  costs  and  de- 
lays on  project  proponents,  or  on  interveners  who 
prepare  written  submissions  and  take  the  time  to 
attend  hearings.  All  participants  in  the  NRCB  proc- 
ess, including  the  Board  itself,  have  an  interest  in 
making  the  most  effective  use  of  limited  resources  of 
time  and  money. 

Projects  approved  by  the  Board  as  being  in 
the  public  interest  require  Cabinet  authorization  as 
well  as  licenses  or  permits  as  stipulated  by  other  acts, 
regulations  or  by-laws. 


About  this  booklet 


This  booklet  was  prepared  to  help 
individuals  or  groups  interested  in  making  a 
submission  to  the  NRCB  on  a particular  project. 
Included  is  a summary  of  the  steps  in  the  NRCB 
review  process,  as  well  as  some  of  the  most 
commonly  asked  questions  about  the  process, 
and  suggestions  from  the  NRCB  staff  on  how  to 
make  an  effective  submission. 

The  NRCB  Act  and  Rules  of  Practice 
Regulations  should  be  referred  to,  instead  of 
this  booklet,  for  those  requiring  a more  detailed, 
legal  description  of  the  Board's  mandate  and 
procedures. 

The  NRCB's  mandate  ensures  that 
Albertans  have  an  opportunity  to  review  and 
participate  in  decisions  related  to  the  province's 
natural  resources.  The  role  of  the  NRCB  is  to 
determine — with  the  input  of  Albertans— 
whether  a proposed  project  is  in  the  public  inter- 
est. In  deciding  upon  the  public  interest  associ- 
ated with  a project,  the  Board  seeks  to  balance: 

1.  environmental  protection 

2.  economic  benefits 

3.  social  benefits. 

The  NRCB's  ongoing  goal  is  to  ensure 
that  the  review  process  is  fair,  impartial,  timely 
and  efficient — and  accessible  to  interested  indi- 
viduals or  groups.  The  legislation  that  created 
the  NRCB  and  the  review  process  has  specific 
guidelines  on  how  a review  must  be  conducted. 
The  process  is  "quasi-judicial"  in  that  it  follows 
certain  legal  procedures.  But  the  procedures  do 
not  require  those  making  a submission  to  the 
NRCB  to  hire  lawyers  or  technical  experts.  The 
Board  wants  to  hear  from  anyone  with  views 
relevant  to  the  environmental,  economic  or 
social  effects  of  a project. 

If  you  have  any  additional  questions  or 
if  you  would  like  more  detailed  information  on 
the  NRCB  process,  please  call  the  NRCB.  The 
staff  will  be  pleased  to  assist  you. 


The  NRCB  has  heard 
from  a broad  cross- 
section  of  Albertans: 


• Individuals  and  groups 
directly  affected  by  a proposed  project 
who  have  identified  needs  in  such 
diverse  areas  as  employment,  trans- 
portation, education,  wildlife,  and  the 
management  of  our  land,  air  and  water 

• Other  individuals,  while  not 
directly  affected,  but  who  have  a gen- 
uine interest  in  the  wise  use  of  our 
resources 

• Industry  and  business  asso- 
ciations from  Chambers  of  Commerce 
to  tourism  groups 

• Independent  businesses  — 
employers  and  employees  — from  bed- 
and-breakfast  and  tour  operators,  to 
homebuilders,  trappers  and  farmers  and 
ranchers 

• Environmental  interest 

groups 

• Indian  First  Nations 

• Technical  experts  who  have 
brought  forward  information  to  assess 
economic,  social  and  environmental  con- 
siderations 

• Community  associations  from 
a Families  Society,  to  a Women's 
Resource  Centre,  to  golf  and  ski  clubs, 
and  local  school  boards 

• Municipal  governments,  re- 
gional planning  commissions,  and 
provincial  and  federal  government 
departments 


The  Steps  Involved  in  an 
NRCB  Review  Process 


Step  1. 

Application  is  filed  by  the  project 
proponent  or  applicant. 

Step  2. 

The  NRCB  publishes  a preliminary 
public  notice  in  daily  and  community  news- 
papers in  the  region  of  the  proposed  project,  and 


mails  a notice  to  its  mailing  list.  The  notice 
briefly  describes  the  nature  of  the  application, 
how  copies  of  the  application  may  be  obtained 
and  information  on  when  submissions  can  be 
filed.  Objections  to  or  support  for  the  applica- 
tions can  be  provided  at  this  step  or  at  Step  .4. 

The  applicant  must  make  the  applica- 
tion and  supporting  information  available  for 


A definition  of  some  common  terms 


What  does  the  term  proponent  mean? 

A proponent  (or  applicant)  has  made 
an  application  to  the  NRCB  as  required  by  law 
to  conduct  a review  of  a proposed  project  that 
falls  under  the  Board's  responsibility.  (See 
page  1 for  a listing  of  the  type  of  projects 
covered.) 

Proponents  are  requested  to  meet 
certain  requirements  in  the  review  process.  In 
addition  to  describing  the  project  technically, 
proponents  must  provide  information  on  the 
environmental,  economic  and  social  impacts. 
They  must  also  show  that  they  have  consulted 
with  the  public  on  the  project.  Most  applica- 
tions that  come  before  the  NRCB  will 
include  an  Environmental  Impact  Assess- 
ment, prepared  through  a regulatory  process 
managed  by  Alberta  Environmental  Protec- 
tion. 

What  does  the  term  intervener  mean? 

An  intervener  is  a person  or  group 
who  wishes  to  take  part  in  the  NRCB  review 
process.  Interveners  can  support  or  oppose  a 
project  (or  portions  of  it)  or  provide  relevant 
information  to  help  the  Board  in  making  its 
decision. 


Are  there  specific  provisions  for  inter- 
veners "directly  affected"  by  a project? 

Individuals  or  groups  of  individuals 
who  maybe  "directly  affected"  by  a project  are 
those  who,  using  criteria  established  by  the 
Board,  can  show  a potential  effect  Examples 
would  include  effects  on  their  health/  live- 
lihood, property  or  statutory  rights  as  a result 
of  a proposed  project. 

Those  who  qualify  as  directly  affected 
can  apply  for  intervener  funding.  Intervener 
funding  provides  financial  assistance  to  those 
eligible  interveners  who  can  demonstrate  to 
the  Board  that  they  need  such  help  to  prepare 
a submission,  or  retain  a technical  expert  or 
legal  counsel  to  bring  forward  information  the 
Board  has  determined  will  be  relevant  to  the 
review  process.  A guide  to  intervener  funding 
is  available  from  the  NRGB  which  provides 
more  information  on  eligibility  and  applica- 
tion requirements. 

Intervener  funding  is  normally  a cost 
paid  by  the  project  proponent.  The  NRCB 
encourages  co-ordination  of  efforts  among 
interveners  to  keep  costs  reasonable  and  to 
avoid  duplication  of  efforts. 

In  no  way  is  funding  eligibility  meant 
to  preclude  any  interested  person  or  group 
from  making  a presentation  to  the  Board. 


review  by  any  interested  members  of  the  public. 
The  NRCB  will  also  make  available  at  a public 
location  interveners'  submissions  and  support- 
ing materials. 

Step  3- 

NRCB  staff,  in  addition  to  any  reviews 
by  Alberta  Environmental  Protection  and  the 
federal  government,  does  a detailed  review  to 
assess  the  clarity  and  completeness  of  the 
information.  The  applicant  may  be  asked  to 
supply  additional  information  based  on  this 
review  and  any  submissions  received  from  the 
public. 

Step  4. 

The  NRCB  publishes  a notice  of 
application  following  receipt. of  the  completed 
application.  This  notice  asks  individuals  or 
groups  who  believe  that  a hearing  should  be 
held  on  the  application  to  submit  a written 
objection  to  the  Board  within  a certain  time.  If 
there  are  no  objections,  the  project  may  be 
reviewed  by  the  Board  without  a hearing. 

Alternatively,  if  it  has  been  determined 
that  a hearing  is  necessary,  the  Board  may  pro- 
ceed directly  with  the  publication  of  a notice  of 
hearing  and  not  issue  a notice  of  application. 

Step  5. 

Pre-hearing  meetings  may  be  arranged 
by  the  NRCB.  These  relatively  informal 
meetings  are  held  in  the  region  of  the  proposed 
project  to  help  the  applicant  and  intervener 
resolve  issues  where  possible,  determine  the 
issues  which  will  be  the  focus  of  the  hearing, 
familiarize  all  participants  with  hearing 
procedures,  and  set  the  scheduling  and  location 
of  the  hearings.  These  meetings  help  to  increase 
the  efficiency  of  the  hearing  process  for  all 
participants. 


What  should  a letter 
objecting  to  or  supporting 
a proposed  project  contain? 
(See  Steps  2 or  4) 

Letters  need  not  be  long,  but  set 
out  the  basic  reasons  for  your  objection  or 
support: 

• 1.  Explain  where  you  live  in  rela- 
tion to.  the  proposed  project. 

2.  Provide  a brief  summary  of  yOur 
objections  or  reasons  for  support,  and 
outline  the  adverse  effects  or  benefits  you 
believe  the  project  will  have. 

Letters  must  be  received  by  the 
NRCB  on  or  before  the  deadline  for  sub- 
missions included  in  the  notice  of  appli- 
cation or  notice  of  hearing. 


Public  Consultation: 
an  essential  role  of  the 
project  applicant 


The  NRCB  expects  applicants  to 
actively  communicate  project  information 
and  consult  with  those  potentially  directly 
affected  by  a project  and  with  other  in- 
terested members  of  the  public.  Consulta- 
tion should  begin  at  the  initial  potential! 
design  stage,  and  continue,  if  necessary,  to 
the  time  of  the  hearing. 

The  purpose  of  consultation  is  to 
define  and,  where  possible,  resolve  conten- 
tious issues  raised  by  the  proposed  project. 
Ideally,  a hearing  will  not  be  required  if  all 
concerns  of  directly  affected  persons  are 
addressed  through  the  consulation  proc- 
ess. Even  if  all  concerns  cannotbe  addressed, 
the  range  of  issues  to  be  considered  at  the 
hearing  can  be  significantly  reduced.  Hear- 
ing length  can  be  reduced  and  the  focus  put 
on  critical  issues. 


Step  6. 

If  the  NRCB  receives  a written  objection 
from  a person  or  group  it  considers  to  be  directly 
affected  by  the  proposed  project,  a hearing  will 
be  called.  The  only  exception  to  this  rule  is  when 
the  Board  considers  the  objection  to  be  vexatious 
or  of  little  merit.  A notice  of  the  hearing  will  be 
published  at  least  30  days  prior  to  the  hearing 
date. 

Step  7. 

(Key  step  for  interveners;  see  Q&A 
section  which  follows  for  more  information.) 

Interveners  file  seven  copies  of  their 
submission  with  the  Board  within  the  time 
specified  in  the  notice  (Step  6).  A copy  must  also 
be  provided  to  the  applicant.  See  page  7 for 
suggestions  on  how  to  prepare  a submission. 

Step  8. 

(Key  step  for  interveners;  see  Q&A 
section  which  follows.) 

The  hearing  is  held  to  provide  an 
open  and  public  forum  for  the  presentation 
and  testing  of  technical,  environmental, 
social  and  economic  evidence  related  to  the 
proposed  project.  The  hearing  also  provides 
for  the  orderly  expression  of  various  points  of 
view. 

Step  9. 

Following  the  hearing,  the  NRCB 
reviews  all  of  the  evidence  presented  at  the 
hearing  and  all  written  submissions. 

Step  10. 

The  NRCB  issues  a decision  report, 

which  is  available  to  all  participants  and  to  the 
public.  The  NRCB  can  grant  an  approval  (sub- 
ject to  Cabinet  authorization)  with  certain  terms 
or  conditions,  reject  an  application,  or  defer 
consideration  of  an  application. 


Step  11. 

Cabinet  authorization  is  required  for 

approved  applications.  The  NRCB  has  the 
authority  to  reject  or  defer  applications  without 
Cabinet  authorization. 

Step  12. 

If  Cabinet  authorizes  the  application, 

an  Order  in  Council  is  issued. 

Step  13. 

The  applicant  must  obtain  any  licenses. 


permits,  approvals  or  other  authorizations 
required  by  other  regulatory  bodies  and  not 
previously  obtained. 

Step  14. 

Board  decisions  may  be  appealed  to 

the  Alberta  Court  of  Appeal  only  on  questions 
of  jurisdiction  or  law.  For  an  appeal  to  suc- 
ceed, it  would  be  necessary  to  show  that  the 
Board  did  not  have  legal  authority  to  make  the 
decision  or  had  failed  to  respect  legal 
requirements. 


General  Hearing  Procedure 


Board's  Opening  Remarks 
and  preliminary  matters 


i 


Submissions  and  cross  examination 
(participants  in  registration  order  with 
applicant  first) 


Rebuttal  by  applicant 


Final  Argument 
(interveners  in  registration 
order,  applicant  last) 


Purpose  of  hearing, 
introduction, 
registration  of 
participants, 
procedures 


Applicant  may  submit 
rebuttal  evidence  to 
address  points  raised  by 
participants 


Closing 


i 


5 


Q&A:  Suggestions  on 
How  to  Make  an  * 
Effective  Presentation 


1.  Can  anyone  make  a submission 
to  the  NRCB? 

Yes.  Any  person  or  group  with  infor1 
’mation  or  views  on  the  environmental,  eco- 
nomic or  social  impacts  of  a proposed  project  is 
encouraged  to  make  a submission  to  the  NRCB. 
You  do  not  need  to  be  a technical  expert  or  a 
lawyer  to  make  a submission  to  the  Board.  In 
certain  cases,  however,  you  may  wish  to  work 
with  such  experts.  In  select  cases  (see  question 
#13),  funding  is  available  to  directly  affected 
individuals  who  feel  they  require  the  assistance 
of  experts  in  making  a submission. 

Sometimes,  persons  with  common  in- 
terests will  work  together  in  making  a submis- 
sion. This  is  not  only  helpful  to  interveners,  but 
can  increase  the  efficiency  of  the  NRCB  process. 

2.  How  will  I know  when  to  make 
a submission  to  the  NRCB  on  a project? 

The  NRCB  is  required  to  publish  public 
notices  in  daily  and  community  newspapers  in 
the  region  of  a proposed  project  (see  Steps  2 and 
4 on  pages  2 & 3).  These  notices  provide  infor- 
mation on  where  and  when  submissions  can  be 
filed. 

3.  Does  the  NRCB  only  want  to 
hear  from  those  opposed  to  a project? 

No.  It  is  important  that  Board  members 
have  all  relevant  information  about  a project 
and  its  possible  effects.  In  the  past,  interveners 
have  brought  forward  information  both  sup- 
porting and  opposing  projects.  They  have  also 
provided  views  or  information  on  specific  as- 
pects of  projects.  With  all  points  of  view,  the 
Board  is  in  a better  position  to  assess  whether  a 
project  is  in  the  public  interest.  If  the  Board 
concludes  it  is  in  the  public  interest,  the  Board  is 


also  in  a better  position  to  make  recom- 
mendations or  conditions  of  any  project 
approvals  as  part  of  its  decision. 

4.  Do  I have  to  make  a written 
submission  or  can  I just  make  an  oral 
submission  at  the  hearing? 

A written  submission  is  required. 
Submissions  must  be  submitted  to  the  Board 
within  the  time  frames  indicated  in  the  pub- 
lic notices  so  that  the  Board  and  other  partici- 
pants have  an  opportunity  to  review  the 
materials.  The  full  public  disclosure  of 
information  prior  to  a hearing  avoids  sur- 
prise and  is  one  way  of  helping  the  Board 
ensure  an  open,  fair  and  impartial  review 
process.  • 

5.  What  should  I include  in  my 
written  submission?  What  type  of 
submission  is  most  useful  to  the  Board? 

Written  submissions  need  not  be 
long  or  complicated.  The  Board  is  more 
interested  in  what  you  have  to  say,  not  on 
your  writing  style  or  presentation. 

The  most  effective  presentations  are 
focused  on  the  key  issues  or  arguments  you 
have,  and  concentrate  on  information  that  is 
essential  for  the  Board  to  reach  a decision. 
Support  any  factual  statements  whenever 
possible,  and  avoid  basing  arguments  on 
unsubstantiated  assumptions  or  intuitions. 
(See  page  7). 

6.  If  I have  documents  that 
support  my  submission,  should  I 
supply  these  to  the  NRCB? 

In  keeping  with  the  principle  of  full 
disclosure,  documents  should  be  filed  with 


Submission  checklist: 


□ clearly  write  or  type  your  sub- 
mission (your  submission  will  be  made 
available  for  review  by  the  public  at  the 
NRCB  office) 

□ provide  seven  copies  of  your  sub- 
mission to  the  NRCB  (the  public  notice  will 
tell  you  the  deadline  for  submissions  and 
where  to  send  them);  if  you  can  also  supply 
an  electronic  copy  on  computer  diskette, 
this  is  helpful  to  the  Board  . 

□ provide  one  copy  of  your  submis- 
sion to  the  project  applicant  (address  in 
public  notice) 

□ include  your  name,  address  in  Al- 
berta, and  that  of  any  others  who  are  part  of 
your  submission 

□ sign  your  submission 

□ explain  where  you  live  related  to 
the  proposed  project  . 

□ clearly  state  your  evidence,  as- 
sumptions and  conclusions  or  position  on 
the  project  highlighting  any  economic, 
social  or  environmental  effects  (positive  or 
negative)  you  believe  it  will  have  on  you, 
your  community  or  our  province 


□ if  your  concerns  are  related  to  a 
specific  component  of  a project  only, 
please  point  this  out  (eg.  do  you  have  any 
concerns  that  relate  specifically  to  the  con- 
struction of  a project  or  to  its  longer-term 
operations?) 

□ supply  any  facts,  information  or 
documents  that  support  your  views  or  let 
the  Board  know  where  the  information  is 
available 

□ if  your  submission  includes  a tech- 
nical report  or  material,  provide  the  qualifi- 
cations or  credentials  of  the  technical  expert 

□ make  any  suggestions  that  would 
help  the  Board  in  making  its  decision  (eg. 
conditions  that  would  make  a project  ac- 
ceptable or  unacceptable  to  you,  alterna- 
tives to  the  project,  or  suggestions  on  how  to 
alleviate  impacts) 

□ indicate  if  you  wish  to  make  an  oral 
submission  during  the  hearing,  cross  exam- 
ine other  participants  or  make  a final  argu- 
ment; if  required,  you  will  be  asked  by  the 
Board  to  be  available  for  cross  examination 

□ indicate  if  you  will  be  represented 
by  a lawyer  or  if  you  have  an  expert  witness 
who  wishes  to  make  a presentation  at  the 
hearing  and  an  estimate  of  how  much  time 
your  presentation  may  take. 


your  submission— particularly  if  they  are  not 
readily  available  through  other  sources  (eg.  li- 
braries). Documents  may  also  be  filed  during  a 
hearing  but  only  with  the  permission  of  the 
Board. 

7.  Do  I need  to  have  a lawyer  to 
make  a written  submission  or  an  oral  sub- 
mission at  the  hearing? 

No.  NRCB  hearings  are  relatively  infor- 
mal. While  the  general  review  process  must 
adhere  to  certain  quasi-judicial  procedures,  many 
interveners  have  made  effective  written  and/ 
or  oral  submissions  to  the  Board  without  the 
help  of  a lawyer  or  technical  experts. 

Interveners  who  have  complex  evidence 
or  arguments  or  those  who  wish  to  cross  exam- 
ine other  participants,  however,  may  choose  to 
use  legal  counsel. 

8.  What  role  do  technical  or 
"expert  witnesses"  play  in  the  review 
process? 

Expert  witnesses  may  be  used  to  present 
technical,  scientific,  socio-economic  or  environ- 
mental evidence  or  to  rebut  evidence  presented 
by  other  participants.  The  usefulness  of  expert 
witnesses  will  depend  on  the  type  and  complex- 
ity of  information  being  presented  or  the  issues 
being  addressed.  Submissions  by  experts  must 
include  their  technical  qualifications. 

9.  Once  I've  made  a written  sub- 
mission, must  I also  make  an  oral  submis- 
sion at  the  hearing? 

No.  Your  written  submission  should 
provide  the  Board  with  your  entire  position  and 
any  supporting  information.  The  written  sub- 
missions as  well  as  hearing  transcripts  are  used 
by  the  Board  in  making  its  decision  and  drafting 
the  report. 


The  main  purpose  of  the  hearings  is  not 
to  repeat  the  content  of  written  submissions,  but 
to  provide  an  opportunity  for  the  information 
submitted  to  the  Board  to  be  clarified,  ques- 
tioned by  those  holding  other  views,  or  substan- 
tiated by  other  participants.  Interveners  make 
an  important  contribution  at  hearings  through 
their  responses  to  questions  and  cross  examina- 
tion, and  by  testing  the  validity  of  submissions 
made  by  other  parties. 

Where  the  Board  or  other  participants 
require  clarification  of  a written  submission, 
the  intervener  will  be  asked  to  respond*  to 
questions.  Requests  of  this  type  from  other 
participants  are  channelled  through  the  Board, 
and  the  intervener  is  asked  to  appear  at  the 
hearing. 

As  a general  rule  (contained  in  the 
NRCB's  Rules  of  Practice),  presentations  at  hear- 
ings must  be  made  by  those  who  prepared  a 
written  submission  or  participated  substantially 
in  its  preparation. 

10.  If  I choose  to  make  an  oral 
presentation,  what  guidelines  should  I 
use? 

Presentations  at  hearings  can  be  an  ef- 
. fective  way  of  highlighting  important  informa- 
tion and  arguments,  and  testing  the  submissions 
of  others.  But  lenghty,  unfocused  and  repetitive 
presentations  can  be  costly  in  terms  of  time  and 
money  (for  all  participants,  including  the 
intervener,  the  applicant  and  the  Board).  If  an 
oral  presentation  is  appropriate,  please: 

• Be  brief.  Try  to  limit  your  presen- 
tation to  20  minutes.  Highlight  the  most  impor- 
tant information  and  arguments  only.  Focus  on 
a few  key  points  as  this  is  the  most  effective  and 
efficient  approach. 

• Remember  that  oral  presentations 
must  be  confined  to  a summary  of  matters  set 


out  in  your  written  submission,  unless  you  are 
asked  for  additional  information  by  the  Board. 

11.  How  would  I cross  examine 
another  participant? 

You  or  your  legal  counsel  may  wish  to 
cross  examine  another  intervener  or  the  appli- 
cant in  order  to  challenge  certain  information, 
clarify  submissions  or  enhance  or  support  your 
own  position.  Cross  examination  should  only 
be  used  when  a clear  benefit  will  be  achieved, 
and  the  Board  is  assisted  in  making  its  decision. 

To  cross  examine  another  participant, 
please  register  with  the  Board  solicitor  within 
the  time  stated  in  the  public  notices. 

12.  Who  is  allowed  to  make  a final 
argument  during  the  hearings? 

Before  hearings  close,  any  registered 
participant  including  the  applicant,  may  pro- 
vide a key  summary  of  their  issues,  arguments 
and  points  for  the  Board's  consideration.  As 
with  all  submissions,  time  and  effectiveness  are 
essential  factors  to  consider.  Be  brief  and  focused 
on  the  most  important  aspects  of  your 
submission. 

13.  Is  financial  assistance  available 
to  help  me  make  a submission,  get  legal 
help  or  expert  advice,  or  attend  the 
hearing? 

If  you  are  an  "individual  or  group  of 
individuals"  and  are  or  may  be  "directly  af- 
fected" by  a proposed  project,  as  defined  by  the 
NRCB  (see  definition  of  directly  affected  on 
page  2),  and  require  some  financial  assistance, 
you  can  apply  for  intervener  funding.  A guide 
to  intervener  funding  is  available  from  the 
NRCB. 


NRCB  Hearing  Procedure 


■ ■ 

Although  NRCB  hearings  are  con- 
siderably less  formal  than  courtroom  pro- 
ceedings, they  do  provide  a structured  for- 
mat for  the  presentation  of  information  and 
differing  points  of  view. 

Hearings  are  usually  held  in  a meet- 
ing room  or  public  hall  in  a community 
close  to  the  location  of  the  proposed  project. 
Scheduling  of  the  hearing  will  depend  on 
the  time  required  by  participants  for  prepa- 
ration. The  NRCB  endeavors  to  hold  hear- 
ings at  a time  and  location  that  will  be 
convenient  to  most  participants. 
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For  more  information 


If  you  have  any  questions  regarding  the  NRCB, 
please  call. 


NRCB 


Natural  Resources  Conservation  Board 
11th  Floor,  Pacific  Plaza 
10909  Jasper  Avenue 
Edmonton,  Alberta  T5J  3L9 

Phone:  (403)422-1977 
Fax:  (403)  427-0607 

If  you  are  calling  from  outside  of  Edmonton,  please 
use  the  Government  RITE  line  and  ask  for  our 
number  to  avoid  long  distance  charges. 


Other  Publications 
Available  from  the  NRCB 


• NRCB  Act 

• NRCB  Rules  of  Practice 
Regulations 

• A Review  of  Activities  1991-1993 
and  Plans  for  1994-96 

• A Guide  to  the  NRCB  Process 

• A Guide  to  Intervener  Funding  @ 100%  Post  Consumer 


